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A. Safeguards and exceptions 
Nevertheless, WTO Agreements, like virtually all existing international trade 
agreements do recognize the need for safeguard and general exception clauses 
permitting governments to withdraw or cease to apply their normal obligations 
under the agreement in specific circumstances (29). These provisions often act 
as safety valves either to appease vested domestic interests or to protect 
certain overriding non-economic interests, should the need arise. Proponents of 
a "trade and human rights" linkage in the WTO often suggest the explicit 
inclusion of a human rights clause into these safeguard and exception 
provisions. 
These safeguard provisions fall into two main categories. Those which are 
supposedly meant to address industry concerns of so-called "unfair trading 
practices" and the costs of sudden economic adjustment and those which are 
non-economic in the sense that they allow exceptions to be made for reason of 
national security (Art.XXI) or to safeguard a range of other overriding public 
interests (Art.XX). The first group includes: anti-dumping (Art.VI) measures to 
deal with dumping (30) that materially injures a domestic industry; 
countervailing duties (Art.VI) measures to offset the effect of subsidization 
that causes or threatens material injury to a domestic industry; 
balance-of-payments (Articles XII and XVIII. Section B) restrictions on imports 
to safeguard a country's external financial position; infant industries 
(Art.XVIII. Section A and XVIII. Section C) governmental assistance for economic 
development, allowing import restrictions to protect infant industries; 
emergency protection (Article XIX) in cases where imports of a product cause or 
threaten serious injury to domestic producers of directly competitive products; 
tariff renegotiation (Art.XXVIII) allowing for the withdrawal of certain tariff 
concessions if compensation is offered to affected members and general waivers 
(Art.XXV) allowing members to ask for permission not to be bound by an 
obligation upon approval by the General Council (31). 

The second group of exceptions are directed at safeguarding what may be said to 
be in the public interest. These interests are described in Article XX and 
include, for instance, the protection of "public morals" (Art.XX.a); "human, 
animal or plant life or health" (Art.XX.b); "measures necessary to secure 
compliance with laws or regulations which are not inconsistent with the 
provisions of this Agreement" (Art.XX.d); "products of prison labour" 

(Art.XX.e); and the "conservation of exhaustible natural resources" (Art.XX.g). 
These safeguard and exception clauses demonstrate that there are options for 
members to withdraw or cease to apply their normal obligations due to specific 
economic circumstances or to pursue non-economic objectives, in favour of other 
interests, provided that the measures taken do not constitute a means of 
arbitrary or unjustifiable discrimination between countries. In particular, the 
provisions in Article XX appear to share much with some of the rights contained 
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tated that: 
he exceptions referred to [Article XX] call to mind the protection of the right 
to life, the right to a clean environment, the right to food and to health, the 
right to self determination over the use of natural resources, the right to 
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